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duty of support between former spouses. Therefore, no ac-
tion can lie to obtain alimony after a divorce a vinculoy whether
pronounced by an English or a foreign court. A recognized
foreign decree of divorce even terminates a former English
maintenance order.3*5
In the United States, many difficulties have been en-
countered. Although the English conception that the duty of
support does not survive the dissolution of the marriage has
not been maintained in this country, only this English back-
ground seems to explain a certain opinion that has proved
very strong in the past, viz., that the rendering of the divorce
decree is the last moment for alimony to be recovered. Where
such a doctrine is invoked against a suit for alimony, un-
desirable situations may arise. Thus, a divorce court in one
state may refuse to order the defendant to pay alimony, be-
cause it knows that according to the prevailing opinion, it does
not have the necessary jurisdiction in 'personam?'1 Yet, the
court of another state having the required personal jurisdic-
tion, regards a suit for support after divorce has been pro-
nounced as impossible. The result is the same when the foreign
court awarded alimony but did not have proper jurisdiction.
The diversity of jurisdiction in rem and jurisdiction in 'per-
sonam presents a second source of difficulties. Paradoxically,
it follows from the historical development, that the require-
ments for service of process on the defendant in such ancillary
actions in f>er$onamy as enunciated by the Supreme Court, are
greater than in divorce suits. It seems a neglected fact that
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